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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE NEW REGULATIONS with regard to the issue of stationery to 
the various courts and offices of the Royal Courts of Justice, which 
we referred to some months ago, will come into operation immed- 
iately after the Long Vacation. Mr. Kxxrstr, who has hitherto 
occupied a post deseribed as ‘‘ Usher of the Courts of Lincoln’s- 
inn,’’ has been appointed by the Lord Chancellor to have charge of 
all the stationery issued in the building. 





THE work DoNE by the Court of Appeal during the year ending 


the 3lst of October, 1882, as shown in the last return, is as | 


follows :—Including bankruptcy appeals, there were 239 appeals 
awaiting hearing at the beginning of the year, and 888 were set 
down during the year, making a total of 1,127 to be disposed of. 
Of this number, 724 were heard, and 115 otherwise disposed of, 
leaving 287 appeals unheard at the end of the year. The Court of 
Appeal, in its two Divisions, sat on 328 days. 





By tae bankruptey returns contained in the last issue of the 
Judicial Statisties it appears that there were, during the year 
ending the 31st of October, 1882, 995 cases of bankruptcy and 
8,046 cases of liquidation by arrangement and composition; the 
total number was less by 686 than in the previous year. In the 
London court there were 1,920 debtors’ summonses issued, and in 
county courts, 1,112. The total number of debtors discharged on 
payment of 10s. in the pound was 15, and, on payment of less than 
10s., 185. There were 4,699 bankruptcies dealt with during the 
year, of which 148 were annulled, 388 were closed after payment 
of a dividend, and 559 without a dividend, leaving 3,604 bank- 
ruptcies pending at the end of the year. The total of estimated 
liabilities was £3,367,138, and the total of estimated assets 
£400,506. 





It 18 TOLERABLY CLEAR that the regulations respecting the con- 
version of Consols in court, which we printed last week, will entail 
considerable expense on suitors desirous of exercising the option 
given them by ‘The National Debt (Conversion of Stock) Act, 
1884,” and the notice of the Lords of the Treasury. Had the con- 
version been compulsory, rules 109 and 110 of the Supreme Court 
Funds Rules now in operation would have applied to the case. 
These two rules are the reproduction of an order made under .the 
Chancery Funds Act, 1872, and arose by reason of the practice 
frequently resorted to by railway and other companies of converting 
their shares into stock. In such a case it was found necessary, in 
every instance, to apply to the court to enable the Paymaster to 
place the new stock to the particular credit to which the converted 
securities previously stood, which application entailed an expense 
varying from £5 up to £30. As the rules above referred 
to do not apply where the conversion is optional, as in the casé of 
Consols, the prospect of this expense will probably, apart from 
other considerations, tend to deter suitors from exercising the 
option so far as regards funds in court. There will not arise, 


according to the best authorities, any profit to the holders of the | 


new stock by means of the conversion, and, as the alternative 





hoped that any payment off at par will be accompanied by suitable 
provisions for re-investment without expense to suitors. 





THE INTELLIGENCE of the death of Master Doneson will have 
been received with sincere regret throughout the profession. He 
was one of the few survivors of the old body of special pleaders, 
and for over forty years he shared with the late Mr. Tuomas 
Curry the lead in that branch of practice. Notwithstanding many 
successive changes of procedure, his practice and reputation re- 
mained unimpaired, and no practitioner was ever more trusted and 
esteemed by the numerous pupils who flocked to his chambers. His 
appointment to a mastership, which occurred soon after jurisdiction 
in chambers had been conferred upon the masters, was universally 
applauded, and proved a most successful experiment, although the 
only other instance of the promotion of a special pleader oceurred 
in the appointment of the present Master Watton. Recent legal 
changes have almost extinguished the race of special pleaders, the 
only gentlemen who appear, from the Law List, to be now prac- 
tising in that capacity being Messrs. Atten, Burrerwortx, and 
TIDAL. 





No master will be appointed in Mr. Dopeson’s place, since there 
are still two masters in excess of the number fixed by the Supreme. 
Court of Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 78). 
Before the passing of that Act there were fifteen common law 
masters—namely, five in each division; but by section 2 the office 
of ‘‘ master of the Supreme Court” was constituted, and it was 
provided that the first holders of that office should be the existing 
masters of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
Divisions, the existing Queen’s Coroner and Attorney, the existing 
Master of the Crown Office, other than the Queen’s Coroner and 
Attorney, the existing record and writ clerks, and the existing 
associates of the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
Divisions ; and it was also enacted that ‘‘a vacancy in the office of 
any master of the Supreme Court, other than a master being a 
Queen’s coroner and attorney or master of the Crown Office, shall 
not be filled until the number of masters is reduced to eighteen.” 
The number of masters named by the Act was twenty-two, and since 
that time the resignation of Master Arrry has reduced the number 
to twenty-one. Master Dopcson’s death now leaves the number at 
twenty. 





Tuer corresponpence on ‘The Administration of the Law,” 
which was inaugurated in the columns of the Zimes by the now 
celebrated letter of ‘‘ W. B.,” is proceeding in a languid manner, 
and at irregular intervals, and there is a striking absence of 
novelty in the reforms proposed, most of which have been the 
subject of many years’ discussion among lawyers. Perhaps the 
most valuable suggestion hitherto made is that of “ F. 0. C.,” for 
the acceleration of chamber business by the abolition of the inter- 
mediate appeal—that is to say, by taking all from the 
decision of a master to a single judge in court, instead of first to 
a judge in chambers, and thence to a divisional court. This 
would greatly diminish the calls of chamber work upon ne . 
besides economising their time by diminishing the divisional work. 
The Divisional Court is an institution which will not easily be got 
rid of, but its functions might at least be restricted to the hearing 
of appeals from inferior courts and motions for new trial. Some- 
thing may also be said in favour of “J. C.’s” proposal, which has 
also been approved by Sir Jonn Purr, to effect an amalgamation 


appears to be the liability to have Consols paid off at par on a | of the courts of quarter sessions and of assize by an arrangement 
year’s notice, the loss to suitors will be minimised by their retain- | similar to that which prevails at the Central Criminal Court, 


ing their present investments. Whenever the law makes conver- 


sion compulsory rules 109 and 110 will apply, and it is to be 


' specially reserving the graver cases for trial at such time as it ma 


be convenient for a judge to attend. This arrangement 
46 
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perhaps be unpopular in the country, but it would at least greatly 
relieve the county finances, besides simplifying the administration 
of criminal justice. 





Tue Recent arrest at Falmouth of the three shipwrecked sailors 
who had acknowledged the commission of an act of cannibalism 
appears likely to lead to some legal discussion. The evidence in 
support of the charge of murder must apparently rest exclusively 
upon their own voluntary admissions, since, if they are put upon 
their trial together, they will not, according to the authority of 
Winsor v. Reg. (14 W. R. 390, L. R. 1 Q. B. 390), be competent 
witnesses against one another. It appears from the newspaper 
reports that the accused have given evidence before the Collector of 
Customs without claiming any privilege, and, if this is the case, their 
depositions so taken will, as decided by the Privy Council in Reg. v. 
Coote (21 W. R. 553, L. R. 4 P. C. 559), be admissible in evidence 
against them in any subsequent criminal proceedings. A corres- 
pondent of a daily contemporary, under the signature of “A 
London Magistrate,” suggests that the circumstances narrated by 
the three seamen do not amount to culpable homicide, the boy’s life 
having been sacrificed to supply his companions with the means of 
living, and he bases his argument upon the following words of 
Blackstone (4 Com. 186):—‘‘There is one species of homicide 
se defendendo where the party is equally innocent as he who 
occasions the death, and yet this homicide is- equally excusable 
from the great universal principle of self-preservation which 
prompts every man to save his own life preferable to that of 
another, where one of them must inevitably perish. As among 
others, in the case mentioned by Lord Bacon, where two persons 
being shipwrecked and getting on the same plank, but finding it 
not able to save them both, one of them thrust the other from it, 
whereby he is drowned. He who thus preserves his own life at the 
expense of another man’s is excusable through unavoidable neces- 
sity and the principle of self-defence, since both remaining on the 
same plank is a mutual, though an innocent attempt upon, and 
endangering, each other’s life.” The analogy between the case of 
two drowning men struggling for the support of a small plank, and 
that of two or more men in a boat in no immediate peril otherwise 
than from starvation, is somewhat imperfect, since the survival of 
either of them could scarcely be described as even ‘‘ an innocent 
attempt upon and endangering each other’s life.” It will bs 
remembered that a verdict.of homicide in self-defence is equivalent 
to an acquittal upon an indictment for murder, since the 9 Geo. 4, 
c. 31, s. 10, enacted that no punishment or forfeiture should there- 
after be incurred by any person killing another ‘‘ by misfortune, or 
in his own defence, or in any other manner without felony.” 





Mr. Justicz Witts had to deal, on Wednesday, in the case of 
Dodd v. Myers, with the question whether Lord Carrns’ Act (21 
& 22 Vict. c. 27), which empowered the Court of Chancery, in 
certain cases, to substitute the award of damages for an injunction, 
had been totally repealed, the Statute Law Revision and Civil 
Procedure Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 59), having expressly re- 
pealed certain portions of it, including sections 3 and 4, which 
provided the machinery for a trial with a jury in the Chancery 
Division. The plaintiff moved for an injunction to restrain an 
obstruction of ancient lights, and, in reply to the defendant’s alle- 
gation that the injury occasioned was so slight that the plaintiff 
ought to seek his remedy in damages, argued that, owing to 
the effect of the Act of 1881, Lord Carns’ Act was no 
longer in operation. Mr. Justice Wis pointed out that 
great hardship would be occasioned by the abrogation 
of the earlier statute, and he expressed his opinion that the object 
of the Statute Law Revision Act which had been referred to 

to have been, so far as related to Lord Carnys’ Act, to 

of certain provisions as to procedure which had been super- 

by the Judicature Acts. Section 5 of the later Act pro- 
vided that the Act should not ‘be deemed to revive or restore any 
jurisdiction, - . +» practice, procedure, or other matter or thing not 
existing or in force at the passing of this Act,’ and this seemed 
to meet the present case by preventing the accidental repeal of a 
er which ought to be preserved, for the Revision Act of 1881 

hed left untouched section 2 of Lord Cares’ Act, which gave the 
Court of Chancery the power of awarding damages instead of 











granting an injunction, a matter which was not met by the Judi- 
cature Acts or the Rules made thereunder. He therefore thought 
that it was not intended to take away the beneficial jurisdiction 
thus conferred, and, the case before him being one in which 
damages would probably be awarded by a jury, he refused 
to grant an injunction. His lordship’s attention was appar.” 
ently not drawn to the Statute Law Revision Act of 
last year (46 & 47 Vict. c. 49), which expressly repeals the whole : 
of Lord Carnys’ Act, though section 5 provides that ‘‘the repeal 
effected by this Act shall not affect any jurisdiction or | 
principle, or rule of law or equity established by or 
under any enactment repealed by this Act”—a provision which 
seems to favour Mr. Justice WiLts’ view as to the preservation of the 
jurisdiction first conferred by Lord Carrns’ Act. The question 
will, no doubt, be discussed at a later period of the case. The 
operation of the Statute Law Revision Act has hitherto been carried 
out with great skill and success, and it would be very unfartunate 
if the court should feel constrained to take such a view as would 
necessitate the passing of a re-enacting Act to revive a statute 
which had been inadvertently repealed by a Revision Act. 


$ 





Ir 1s Not surprising that those inhabitants of Worthing who 
object to the operations of the Salvation Army should have protested 
against being called upon to protect that body in the capacity of 
special constables, but the Salvationists have at least rendered the 
public service of elucidating the law as to the general statutory 
obligation as to service of this kind. The Act of Parliament at 
present regulating the appointment of special constables is the 1 & 
2 Will. 4, c. 41. By section 1, when it is made to appear to two 
or more justices of the peace, upon the oath of any credible witness, 
that any “tumult, riot, or felony” has taken place, or may be 
reasonably apprehended, in any parish, township, or place within 
the limits for which such justices usually act, and the justices are 
of opinion that the ordinary officers appointed for preserving the 
peace are not sufficient, the justices are ‘‘ authorised to nominate 
and appoint by precept in writing under their hands so many as 
they shall think fit of the householders or other persons not legally 
exempt from serving the office of constable residing in such parish, 
township, or place or in the neighbourhood thereof, to 
act as special constables for such time and in such manner as to 
the said justices shall seem fit and necessary for the preserva- 
tion of the public peace, and for the protection of the 
inhabitants and the security of the property,” and the justices 
are to administer to each special constable an oath in the prescribed 
form. By section 2, when any number of persons, such as are 
referred to in section 1, have been appointed special constables, 
one of her Majesty’s Secretaries of State may, on the representa- 
tion of two justices of the peace, order the appointment as special 
constables of persons exempt by law from serving the office of 
constable. By section 7, ‘“‘If any person being appointed a 
special constable as aforesaid shall refuse to take the oath herein- 
before mentioned, when thereunto required,” he is liable to be 
eonvicted thereof forthwith before the justices so requiring him, 
and to pay a fine not exceeding £5, and a similar penalty is im- 
posed upon a special constable neglecting or refusing to appear 
when summoned to take the oath, unless he can satisfy the justices 
that he was prevented by sickness or other unavoidable accident. 
Section 8 imposes a similar penalty upon any special constable 
who, not being prevented by sickness or other unavoidable 
accident, refuses to serve when called upon, or to obey lawful 
orders. The 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 42, s. 1, renders all persons willing 
to serve as special constables under the former Act capable of being 
appointed and of acting as such, though not resident, in the parish, 
township, place, or neighbourhood. 





—— 





The number of failures in England and Wales gavcticd during the 
week ending September 6 was 51. The number in the corresponding 
week of last year was 174, showing a decrease of 123, being a net decrease 
in 1884, to date, of 4,793. The number of bills of sale published im 
England and Wales for the week en September 6 was 228. The 
number in the corresponding week of last year was 237, showing 4 
decrease of 7, being a net decrease in 1884, to date, of 595. The num 
published in freland for the same week was 15. The number in the cot- 

ing week of last year was 12, showing an increase of 3, being a net 
decrease in 1884, to date, of 570.—Kemp's Mercantile Gazette. 
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SETTING ASIDE A MARRIAGE SETTLE- 
MENT. 


somewhat novel one as involving an attempt by a husband, three 
years after his marriage, to set aside an ante-nuptial settlement on 
the ground of misrepresentations alleged to have been made by his 
wife before its execution. The wife and her infant daughter and 
the trustees under the settlement were joined as defendants, and 
the husband alleged, in his statement of claim, that in January, 
1881, a marriage was contemplated between himself and the de- 
fendant A., who was then a widow, and that previous to the execution 
of the settlements the said defendant had stated to him that her 
first husband B. had been divorced from her at her suit, on the 
ground of his adultery and cruelty, and that she had had no inter- 
course before marriage with her second husband C., both statements 
being made in order to induce the plaintiff to celebrate the intended 
marriage, and to execute the settlements; and that the plaintiff, in 
reliance upon such statements and in consideration of the marriage, 
on the 4th of January executed two indentures of settlement 
whereby certain real estate and furniture was settled upon trust for 
A. for life for her separate use, and after her death upon trust for 
the plaintiff for life, and after the death of the survivor upon trust 
for the children of such marriage, and in default of children upon 
trust for the infant daughter of A., and in the event of the death 
of the latter during the lifetime of the survivor of them, upon trust 
for such survivor absolutely. The plaintiff alleged that the 
marriage between himself and A. was solemnized on the 6th of 
January, 1881, that there was no issue of the marriage, and that 
the furniture and effects passing under the settlement were now in 
A.’s possession. He further alleged that he had recently dis- 
covered that the statements made to him by his wife before the 
marriage were entirely false, and that she had been divorced from 
B. at his suit, and by reason of her adultery with C. He therefore 
claimed a declaration that the two indentures of settlement had 
been obtained by the fraud of his wife, and that they should be 
delivered up and set aside and cancelled, and that his wife might 

be ordered to give up to the plaintiff the furniture and effects 
which had belonged to him at the date of the execution of the 

settlements, she making no claim to the effects brought into settle- 

ment by the plaintiff, and also that his wife might be ordered to 
pay the costs of the action. 

On a motion by the defendants, under ord. 25, r. 4, to strike out 
the statement of claim as disclosing no reasonable ground of action, 
an attempt was made to support the claim on the ground that, 
although the settlements were executed in consideration of the 
intended marriage, such marriage could not relieve the wife from 
the consequences of her own fraud and misrepresentation, and that 
the settlement could be dealt with separately from the marriage ; 
but Pearson, J., ordered the statement of claim to be struck out. 
He observed that, during the whole of his professional career, he 
remembered only one similar action, and in which case the 
plaintiff had failed to establish his claim. He pointed 
out that if the husband was entitled to any relief on 
the ground of misrepresentations on the part of his wife, 
such as were those of which he was now complaining, he ought 
to be entitled to a dissolution of marriage, since the alleged 
misrepresentations related to the wife’s character and condition, 
and had no reference whatever to property; but the plaintiff 
admitted that there could be no grounds for dissolving the marriage, 
which was, of course, a valid one, although he characterized 
the case as one ‘‘in which the parties having undertaken to come 
together for better or worse unfortunately find that they have 
come together for worse, and must abide by it.” He considered 
the result of the argument for the plaintiff to be, that every breach 
by a wife of her vow to be faithful to her husband should disen- 
title her to all benefits derivable from her marriage settlement, be- 
cause a misrepresentation by a wife as to her condition and charac- 
ter before marriage was a far less grave offence than post-nuptial 
infidelity, which, however, had no effect upon the wife's interest 
under the settlement, since this could only be varied after a decree 
of divorce, and even in that case only by means of a further and 
ery proceeding. In the present case the marriage was the con- 
sideration for the settlement, the marriage had been celebrated, 
and the consideration had been given, and, therefore, the considera- 


tion must remain, ‘He had, therefore, no jurisdiction to grant the 
relief which the plaintiff claimed, and he must dismiss the action ; 
and he thought that he should give the plaintiff the easiest and 
earliest opportunity of obtaining the opinion of another court if he 
exercised the jurisdiction conferred on the court by ord. 25, r. 4, 
and ordered the statement of claim to be struck out. 

The plaintiff’s position in the case will, no doubt, appear a some- 
what hard one ; but, since the sole consideration for the settlement 
was the marriage, with which the court had no jurisdiction to 
interfere, it was obviously impracticable to deal with the former 
in the absence of some ground for holding that the marriage was 
a nullity. It is, moreover, to be observed that the alleged mis- 
representations of the wife with reference to the antecedent divorce 
proceedings referred to matters as to which it was open to the 
husband to ascertain for himself the accuracy or inaccuracy of her 
allegations, so far, at least, as regarded the form of the suit for the 
dissolution of his wife’s first marriage. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


SHERIFF’S POUNDAGE. 
(In re Ludmore, Bkcy., L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 415.) 

This is an important decision as affecting the interests of sheriffs’ 
officers. A writ of fi. fa. was lodged with the sheriff on the 16th of 
January last, and was executed on the following day. On the 20th 
of January the judgment debtors filed a petition in bankruptcy, and 
on the 21st a receiving order was made, notice of which was served 
on the same day on the sheriff, who delivered up the debtors’ goods 
to the official receiver, but claimed the sum of £9 11s. 5d. as ‘“‘ costs 
of execution” under sub-section 1 of section 46 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883. The official receiver objected to pay an item of 
£4 12s. 5d. claimed by the sheriff for poundage, since there had 
been no sale, and on a special case reliance was placed by the 
counsel for the sheriff upon the words ‘‘costs of execution” as 
being wide enough to include poundage as well as money actually 
expended by the sheriff. Cave, J., in disallowing the sheriff's 
claim, observed that the right to poundage arose only when 
the sheriff had obtained money for the execution creditor, and 
not earlier. Sub-section 2 of section 46 of the Act provided 
expressly for the case of a receiving order made after execu- 
tion and before sale; and though no doubt it was the intention 
of the Legislature to improve the position of the sheriff, he could 
discover no intention to give him what he had not earned. He also 
pointed out the difficulty of estimating the sheriff's remuneration 
before sale, since his poundage was in the nature of a percentage 
upon the amount actually realized. It will be remembered that 
sub-section 2 of the same section deals with cases where the sale by 
the sheriff has been carried out, and where, of course, as laid down 
by Cave, J., the poundage would be included under the head of 
** costs of execution.” 


PREVENTING AN INQUEST BY CREMATION, 
(Reg. v. Stephenson, C. C. R., L. R. 13 Q. B. D, 331.) 


In this case the Court of Criminal Appeal formally adopted the 
ruling of Stephen, J., in charging the Glamorganshire Grand Jury in 
the case of Reg. v. Price(L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 247), that the cremation 
of a dead body is illegal if carried out with intent to prevent the 
holding of an inquest upon it. In the present case it was not sug- 
gested that the child whose body had been burned, and which was 
the offspring of the younger of the two prisoners, had met its death 
through the foul play of either of them, but the jury found that the 
cremation had been carried out with intent to prevent, and had 
prevented, the holding of an inquest on the child’s body, the coroner 
having received certain information which he believed to be trae, and 
which led him to believe that it was his duty to hold an inquest. 
The court accepted the ruling of Holt, C.J., in an anonymous case (7 
Mod. 15), that ‘it is matter indictable to bury a man that dies of a 
violent death before the coroner’s inquest,” as establishing that the pre- 
venting of an inquest was punishable, even in the absence of violence, 
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and they laid down that it was immaterial whether the coroner’s 
b-lief ‘was accurate or not. The ruling of Stephen, J., in Reg. v. 
Price was repeated by himself, and was impliedly accepted by his 
colleagues, the prevention of the inquest being taken to be a criminal 
interference with the course of public justice. This, in effect, recog- 
n‘zes his other ruling in that case—namely, that cremation is not 
illegal if it is not so carried out as to cduse a public nuisance; but in 
R-q. v. Stephenson nothing turned upon the fact that cremation had 
b2en practised, since the-prisoners’ offence would have been precisely 
the same if they had burned or otherwise disposed of the body. 








REVIEWS. 


HUSBAND AND WIFE. 


Toe Law OF HvsBAND AND WIFE WITHIN THE JURISDICTION OF 
THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND CHANCERY Divisions. By MonTAGUE 
Luvs, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


This work is one which here and there provokes criticism, but it is 
probable that hurry in passing it through the press may have caused 
some of the slips and oversights which we have discovered. Be 
that as it may, there is very considerable merit and usefulness in the 

Kk ; ‘and whilst we propose to indicate some of ‘its imperfections in 
detail, we may state at once that the subject is treated generally with 
fulness and intelligence. One of the most important of recent decisions 
o2 married women’s property prior to the Act of 1882 was Pike 
v. Fitzgibbon (L. R. 17 Ch. D. 454). The principle of this case, that a 
married woman’s engagements affected only property which she had 
at the date of contract, appears to be inconsistent with the view taken 
by Vice-Chancellor Hall of the situation of property appointed by a 
married woman under a general power (Godfrey v. Harben, L. R. 
13 Ch. D. 216). The judgment of Lord Justice Cotton expressly 
notices the point. Mr. Lush, oblivious of this, lays it down (p. 135) 
thit the doctrine of Godfrey v. Harben was well-established law. 
The new Act by one clause alters the law of Pike v. Fitzgibbon; and 
Ly another (section 4) enacts the rule in Godfrey v. Harben. A nice 
Cis‘inction of language is essential to any useful treatment of this 
subject, and we must find some fault with the reasoning on which, at 
pige 265, Mr. Lush seems to put the rule of Pike v. Fitzgibbon. He 
says, ‘‘ Her separate estate was clothed with a kindof entity of its 
own which the married woman could bind almost as an agent binds 
hs principal. It follows, therefore, that it was only the separate 
estute of which she was possessed at the time of making the promise 
or rg into the engagement that could be attached by her 
creditor. It was only because she had bound or pledged it that it 
was liable, and she could not pledge what did not belong to her.” 
The above passage suggests notions not in harmony with the judg- 
ment of Lord Justice Turner in Johnson v. Gallugher (3 De & F. 
& J., pp. 518, 519) and the other authorities. When a married woman 
having separate estate made a general engagement, if the engagement 
appeared to have been entered into with reference to the separate 
estate, an equity was found enabling the court to make the property 
liable to satisfy it in a way resembling the ordinary liability of a man’s 
pro: to the clajms of his creditors obtaining judgment and execu- 
tion. eengagement did not create any lien or charge on the 
separate estate, nor disturb the woman’s power of aliening it by 
mortgage or otherwise. This indeed is stated by Mr. Lush on the 
following page of his book, with a curiously inaccurate reference to 
authorities in the footnote. 

Recent decisions appear to have been generally noted with care. On 
the point din Hart v. Hart, whether the so-called ‘‘ dum custa 
clause” is usual in deeds of separation, the case of Medley v. Medley 
(30 W. R. 937, L. R. 7 P. D. 122) might have been referred 
to. By the light of Mr. Justice Pearson’s decision in Riddell v. 
Errington (1. R. 26 Ch. D. 221), the author may be corrected of a 
hasty judgment in his note at p. 70. In Reg. v. Brittleton (L. R. 12 Q. 
B. D. 266) the judges (with, however, the dissent of Mr. Justice 
Stephen) decided a point upon evidence arising on the Married 
Women’s Property Act in a way which Mr. Lush, and, as appears from 
the amending statute of the present year, the framers of the Act, did 
not anticipate. On the other hand he is to be credited with having, 
in. his remarks on the case of In re Mainwaring (p. 463), substantially 
taken the same view as the Court of Appeal seem to have recently 
taken in Scholfield v. Spooner (L. R. 26 Ch. D, 94). Again, we find 
the late decision in Weldon v. Winslow anticipated by our author on 
the authority of —_ a a —— which, however, courts of first 

seem subsequently either not to have adverted to or to have 
considered themselves at liberty to disregard. Mr. Lush also suggests, 
with to the cases of In re Croughton’s Trusts and In re Clark's 
Trusts (pp. 222, 223), views or doubts uot out of harmony with the 





judgments of the Lords Justices in O'Halloran v. King, as noted in 
our columns, ante, p. 690. ? 

A somewhat serious oversight is the omission to notice some of the 
most important provisions of the Conveyancing Act of 1882 as ‘to 
acknowledgments of deeds, although the Act itself is incidentally te- 
ferred to in a foot-note. The reader is left to onppone that section 8§ 
of the Finesand Recoveries Act is unrepealed. ction 8 of the later 
Conveyancing Act is not adverted to in connection with the granting of 
powers of attorney by married women. Upon that subject wé may 
question the soundness of a paragraph at p. 225, where Mr. Lush, 
in discussing the restraint on anticipation, says :—‘‘ It was formerly 
held that as a married woman could not execute a power of attorney, 
trustees would not be justified in paying over the income to which 
she was entitled, ‘without power of antici under 
power. Since that case, however, was decided, the inability of 
married woman to execute a power of attorney has been removed.” 
There can be little doubt that the statutory capacity to give a power 
of attorney does not affect any restraint on anticipation. : 

On the whole, however, we have little fault to find with the jadg- 
ment of the author, or with his industry. The manifold bearings of 
the late statute present continual pitfalls to a text-writer, which, so 
far as we have observed, the present writer has generally avoided. 
He is, however, guilty now and then of looseness of language which, if 
sometimes merely disagreeable to the eye, but otherwise harmless, is 
sometimes calculated to mislead. He is at times a little too positive; 
and he has overlooked a few things which ought by no means to 
have been overlooked. Notwithstanding these matters we pass no 
unfavourable opinion on the book as a whole, and we believe thut 
the practitioner will find it, with all its faults, a work which he will 
be glad to have at hand. 








CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Lord Cairns’ Act (21 & 22 Vict. c. 27)—Statute Law Revision and 
Civil Procedure Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 59)—Injunction— 
Damages. 


A motion was made on Wednesday, September 10, in an action of Dodd v. 
Myers for an injunction to restrain the defendant from building so as to 
obstruct the plaintiff’s ancient lights. The plaintiffs were lessees fora 
term whereof eight years was unexpired, and they had sub-let the 
premises. The obstruction, if any, was, according to the defendant's 
evidence, very slight. 

Hemming, Q.C., and R. F. Norton, for the plaintiffs, argued that they 
were entitled to an interim injunction, and that Lord Cairns’ Act, so far 
as it enabled the court to} award damages in lieu of an injunction, was 
repealed by the Statute Law Revision Act, 1881, and, consequently, 
that, even if the obstruction was small, they were entitled to an order. 

Marten, Q.C., and George Henderson, for the defendants, contended that 
the preamble and section 5 of the Statute Law Revision Act, 1881, showed 
that it was never intended to repeal the above provision in Lord Cairns’ 
Act; and that sixce the Judicature Acts the Chancery Division could 
award damages apart from Lord Cairns’ Act. 

Wi1s, J., said that he could not conceive that the effect of the legis- 
lation contained in the Statute Law Revision Act, 1881, was to take away 
from the Chancery Division the beneficial jurisdiction which was conferred 
upon the Court of Chancery by Lord Cairns’ Act; and, in his opinion, 
considerable hardship would often be occasioned if that jurisdiction did 
not exist any longer. As to the present case, he thought, upon the 
present materials, that damages would probably be awarded at the trial ; 
but, however that might be, Lord Cairns’ Act clearly ought to be applied 
if he could get rid of the supposed repeal, to which reference had been made. 
It seemed to him that section 5 of the Statute Law Revision Act, 1881, was 
passed for the purpose of preventing an accidental repeal of a power which 
ought to be preserved. Then Lord Cairns’ Act included provisions 4 
to small matters of procedure which were dealt with by the Judicature 
Acts, and it appeared to have escaj the draftsman’s notice that 
the section in question of Lord Cairns’ Act (which was very important) 
was not met by the Judicature Acts, or by any rules made under them. 
That seemed to him to be a case which section 5 of the Statute Law 
Revision Act, 1881, was intended to meet. He, therefore, held that Lord 
Cairns’ Act was still in force for the purposes of this motion, and left the 
question of obstruction of light to be dealt with at the trial of the action. 

No order; costs to be costs in the action. 
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Ixrant—Foregion Lirigatton—GvarpDIAN AD LiTEM.—On Sept. 10, an ¢ 
parte application was made in action of Clinton. The Duke of Newcastle, by 
the Duke of Hamilton (as guardian and next friend of the Duke of New- 
castle, a minor), that he might be appointed to represent and act on 
and in the name of the Duke of Newcastle for the purposes of executing 
and doing all such acts and things, and of instituting and prosecuting 
before any court or tribunal of the Republic of France all such proce 
as might be necessary or requisite Py ty to the laws of the said Repu 
to enable the Duke of Newcastle to be placed or installed in 
of the real and personal property in the said Republic expressed to be 


tion,’ under such a’ 
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devised and begnenthed to him by the will of his maternal grandmother, 
Mrs. Hope, of Deepdene. Mrs. Hope’s property included a villa 
at Cannes and other real and personal estate of considerable value, and 
she had, by a will inthe French form, appointed the Duke of Newcastle 
universal legatee of her property in France. 

The effect. of such. will was a question which might require serious 
consideration by the French courts, and the Duke of Newcastle’s English 
advisers were advised by lawyers in France that, having regard to the 
laws of that country, it would be ne for some person specially 
appointed for the purpose by the High Court of Justice in England to 
apply to the French courts, on behalf of the Duke of Newcastle, for an 
order een | him into possession of the property in question. 

Waggett, forthe applicant, explained that under the pro order the 
applicant could take the opinion of the French courts, that, if those 


courts intimated that any further application should be made in England, 


such intimation would be attended to. 
Wits, J., acceded to the application. 
Solicitors, Walters, Deverell, Walters, § Wood. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. HASSARD HUME DODGSON. 


Mr. Hassard Hume Dodgson, one of the masters of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature, died at Southsea on the 3rd inst., at the age of eighty. 
Mr. Dodgson was born in 1804. He was formerly studeat of Christ 
Church, Oxford, where he graduated first class in classics in 1825, and he 
obtained the Ireland Scholarship in the following year. He shortly after- 
wards entered at the Inner Temple, and for over forty years he practised 
as a special pleader, Mr. Dodgson was a sound lawyer and a most able 
pleader. He hada very large practice, and his chambers were much 
resorted to by students, and many of his former pupils have obtained a 
high position in the profession. In 1871, soon after a chamber jurisdic- 
tion had been conferred -— the masters, Mr. Dodgson was appointed by 
the late Sir William Bovill to a mastetship in the Court of Common Pleas, 
ad in the following January he was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple. This was the first instance of the appointment of a special 
pleader to a mastership, and the selection was universally approved 
in the profession. Mr. Dodgson enjoyed in his official capacity the 
tame respect and popularity which his kindness and courtesy had earned 
for him when in practice. On the passing of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature (Officers) Act, 1879, he became a master of the Supreme Court. 
One of his daughters is married to Mr. Baron Pollock. 


MR. WILLIAM HENRY HEATH. 


Mr. William Henry Heath, solicitor (of the firm of Heath, Sons, & 
Butterfield), of Nottingham and Grantham, died at Laon on the 2nd inst., 
in his twenty-fifth year. Mr. Heath was the son of Mr. David William 
Heath, solicitor, one of the coroners for Nottinghamshire. He was born 
in 1859, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1881. He had since 
at Nottingham and Grantham, being in ership with 
brother, Mr. Samuel Edward Heath, and with Mr. Butterfield. 
The deceased had been for some time in delicate health. He had gone to 
the Continent for change of air, and he died when on his homeward 
journey. Mr. Heath was an active member of the Nottingham branch of 
the Church of England Temperance Society. He was honorary secretary 
to the Nottingham Tricycle Club, and he had published a Cyclist’s Guide 
to Notts. His premature death has occasioned general sorrow at 
Nottingham and Grantham. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Antuur OtpHaM Jenn1nos, solicitor (of the firm of Stu , Son, & 
Jennings), of Brighton, has been *p inted Registrar of the Brighton 
“sty? Court (Circuit No. 50), and District Registrar, under the Judica- 
ture Acts, in succession to Mr. Henry John Jones, . Mr. 
Jennings is the son of the late Mr. Frederick Jennings, He was educated 
at University College, London, and he graduated LL.B. at the University 
of London in 1877. He was admitted a solicitor in 1878. 


Mr. Witi1am Joun Hickman, solicitor and notary, of Southampton, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Trustees of Bishop’s Charity, in succession to 
his father, the late Mr. William Hickman. . W. J.. Hickman is 
wie to the Southampton School Board. He was admitted a solicitor 

ny 3 


Mr. Encan MacOviiocn, lieutenant bailiff of Guernsey, has been 

appointed Bailiff of that island, and President of the States, in succession 

to Mr, John De Haviland Utermarck, deceased. Mr. MacOulloch was 

at ween the Royal Court in 1844, and he was appointed lieutenant 
iff in . 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Joun TAytor, Rowtand Taytor, and Frederick Herapat Taytor 
(John Taylor & Sons), Bolton and Leigh, Lancaster, solicitors. Sep- 





tember 1. Rowland Taylor and Frederick Herbert Taylor will in future 
on the business on their own account under the style of R. & F. H. 
Taylor. 
Henry Witi1aM Parker and Frepertck Parxer (H. & F. Parker), 
Manchester, solicitors. September 1. 

Henry Tuomas Duncan and Georce Rix Duncan, South Shields, 
Durham, solicitors. August 1. H Thomas Duncan will in future 
ractise at 50, King-street, South Shields, and George Rix Duncan at 13, 
ville-street, North Shields. [Gazette, Sept. 5.) 

Watrer Davin Davies, Jonn Henry Hunter, and Herserr Wrarr 
Davies (Davies, Hunter, & Davies), Abchurch House, Sherborne-lane, 
King William-street, London, solicitors. June 30. 

[ Gazette, Sept. 9.] 








LEGAL NEWS. 


The Hon. O. C. , of died in that city on the 15th ult. 
He was a well-known lawyer, and by all who knew him. He 
had been city attorney of Freeport, and at the time of his death was a 
prominent candidate for the office of State’s attorney. A wife and two 
children mourn his loss.—Chicago Legal News. 


In Smith v. Baker, in the United States Circuit Court, New York, on 
July 5, 1884, the defendant had taken his children, when they had 
whooping cough, to the plaintiff's boarding-house. Plaintiff’s child took 
the disease, and boarders were kept away from plaintiff's house by the 
presence of the disease. Held, defendant was liable to plaintiff for 
the damages caused. Wheeler, J., said: ‘‘The defendant took his 
his children when they had whooping re a contagious disease, 
to the boarding - house of the plaintiff, and exposed her child and 
children of other boarders to it, who took it. The jury have found that 
this was done without exercising due care to prevent tuking the disease 
into the boarding-house. She was put to expense, care, and labour in 
consequence of ber child having it, and boarders were kept away by 
the presence of it, whereby she lost. profits. Words which import the 
charge of having a contagious distemper are, in themselves, actionable, 
because prudent people will avoid the company of persons having such 
distemper: Bac. Abr. Slander, B. 2. The of persons infected 
with contagious disease along public thoroughfares so as_to endanger the 
health of other travellers is indictable as a nuisance: Add. Torts, § 297 ; 
Rex v. Vantandillo (4 M. & 8. 73). Spreading contagious diseases among 
animals by negligently disposing of, or allowing to escape, animals in- 
fected, is actionable: Add. Torts (Wood’s ed), 10, note; Anderson v. 
Buckton (1 Stra. 192). A person sustaining an injury not common to 
others by a nuisance is entitled to an action : Co. Litt. 56a. Negligently 
inpreting such a disease to a is clearly as great an injury as io 
impute the having it, and negligently affecting the health of persons in- 
juriously as great a wrong as in affecting that of animals.’’ 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


AND MrNinc Compaxy 
Laren. 1, directed to be heard 
Ln Lis anki 
an “a n 

[Gaszette, Sept. 5.) 


— for presented Sept 
Side anaats os Senso aad ore J., on Oct 25. Lp apts Lincoin’s inn 
[ Gazette, Sept. 9.) 
County PaLaTINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCER' 
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dated A 
tqumstas 7 
Ww 3 oe ie w, 
HEAL JEWEL MINING ComPpaNy.—By an order made Vice- 
be FT he company be wound up. Hodge and Co, 
tors e petitioner 
(Gazette, Sept. 9.) 


NEsTON COLLIERY Company, Loutrep.—Petition for winding 
, 


NOoIsELEss TYRE Co: 
dated Aug 29, it was 
contin Gartside 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
dated 





— 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35- 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
ve rd, Belgravia, Gent. Sept 22. Murray, Lan >- 





BLUMENTHAL, ADOLPH, 
ham st, Portland place 
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Bovcner, Tuomas, Collingwood st, Blackfriars, Messenger. Oct 28. Nye and 
Co, Blackfriars rd 

Branp, Sway, haw! pete place, gmc sq, Retired Valet. Oct 7. Clarke and 
Calkin, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s 

TarBy oR, Albion rd, Stoke Newington. Oct 15. Moodie, Basinghall st 

Peeps ae ara, Ans Aner Axx, The Terrace, Kennington. Sept 27. Barnard and 

’s inn 
Rosse RoBERT, pay, Northumberland, Slater. Oct 1, Nicholson, 


Northum 
Morpeth Noribumberiand Wank, Horl. y, Surrey, Gent. Oct 22. Head, Reiga 
anon, Bev Wri Laon,’ Camden Hill irda, Upper Norwood, Sept $0. Peake 
as pad Joun, Longburton; Dorset, out of business. Oct 1. Chandler, Sher- 


Hawxswok8tTH, ELIZABETH, Bury, Lancaster. Sept 20. Grundy, B 
Howpway, Samar, Saint Mary urne, Southampton. Oct 11. Smith and Son, 


‘an’ 
Hopson, J Jo OHN, Stratford, Essex, Saddler. Oct 1. Gadson, Bishopsgate st With- 
Howakp, Ann, Sudden, near Rochdale, Sept 30. Booth and Andrew, Ashton 


Ronzer Frax cis LASCELLES, Wenvoe Castle, near Cardiff, Esq. Oct 14. 
Godden and Go, Oia: Old Te —e 
JEssoP, ADAM, eeeetord | ork, Esq. ~~ 20. Dixons and S Moree, Wakefield 
LEVER, a 2 Elstree, Herts. Oct6. Cordwell, Moo: 


a? ANN, Turin st, Bethnal Green. Oct 7. oa bod Chancery lane 
Omen, a Roserr, Victoria grove, Victoria park, Gent. Oct 1. Terry, 


7 — “vom Hvuau, Brockamin Leigh, Worcester, Solicitor. Sept 30. Peake, 
Pures, Moreton Bem, New inn, Barrister-at-Law. Oct 1. 


‘Woodcock, New in 
E, Thornton, Leicester, Miller. Sept 22. Freer and Co, Leicester 


Purkis, THomas, Cambridge. Novi. Eaden an Knowles, Cambridge 
NW, THOMAS, Malvern, Worcester, Gent. Nov 3. Kilby and Mace, 


orton 
Scort, Cxar.Es, Seaton, Devon, Clerk. Se pie 30. Alford, Crewkerne 
SPEED, RosEkT, sen, Portslade, Sussex, Grocer. ¥ 29. Nye, - ~~ 
ERICK Boscobel gdns, St Shue: Wood. Oct 7. Cronin, 


OWEN ROBERT, The Green, Twickenham, Oct 1, Foto, Pn ey William st 


Venn and 


Wary, Warwick st, Regent st, Esq. Novi. Elliott, @ 
ion te Sept. 2.) 
BERENS, HENRY om, Sidcup, Kent, Esq. Oct 1. Parkin and Woodhouse, 
New sq, Lincoln’s 


, Mary he Tunbridge Wells. Oct 18. Plummer and Fielding, 


Congy, Rev THomAs a ementin, Pucklechurch, Gloucester. 


Giaston! 
ANN, evel, Warwick. Novi. Twist and Sons, Coventry 
JOHNSON, GrorcE PINDAR, Crowle, Lincoln, Commercial Traveller. Oct 1. 
ohnson, Marylebone rd 
Muentrr, Rev RoseEkrt, Rochdale, Lancaster, Clerk. Oct 1. Jacksons and Godby, 


Parneg, Mary, Park ig Seaton. Oct 21. om Shipston on Stour 
Premronnr, Hawx hford, Chester. Oct1. Jeans and Co. wepeten 
Seepaaee MARrGarEr,  Latchtand, Chester. Oct1, Jeans and Co, Warrington 
Po.tit, JOSEPH, Bolton, Lancaster, Wheelwright. Dec 31. 7 ereomn, Bolton 
Adderbury, Oxford. Sept. 29. Kilby and Mace 
rd, Kensingt 


Oct 20. Swayne, 


AMES, Clarendon on, Lieutenant-Colonel. Oct 18. Prior 
—-" Lincoln's inn fields. 

+ veal Monraau, Regent st, Gent. Oct 27. Tamplin and Co, Fen - 
SanTaManrs, Mary Axn, New Brighton, Chester. Sept 25. Lynch and Teebay, 
Soowerort, SAMUEL, Bolton, Lancaster, Colliery Proprietor. Oct 2. Holden and 

Holden, Bolton 


SEWELIL, JOHN, jun, Stoke Devonport, Devon, Bank Clerk. Oct 11. Gard, 
frus, GzoRGE, Cadoxton juxta Neath, Glamorgan, Land Agent. Oct 18, Lambert, 
Wat11s, Jutis, Harley st Cavendish sq. Sept 25. Eyre and Co, John st, Bedford 

row 
Wavex, W1111AM, Sheerness, Linen Draper. Sept 29. Stallon, Sheerness 

[ Gazette, Sept. 5.) 

Arginesox, WrttAx, Botcherby, near Carlisle, Yeoman. Nov.1. Dobinson and 
Brak, SanaH Anne, Calne, Wilts. Nov. 23. Awdry and Clarke, gg 
BULL, James GRAVES, Liverpool, Oil Manufacturer. Oct 4. Crosfiel 
at ame , SAMUBL, Station rd, Chertsey, Ship Owner. Oct 20. Hilbery, B 
Camsag, “uT, CATHERINE, Dukinfield, Chester. Oct 20. Brooks and Co, Ashton 
Crort, Manta, Aston juxta Birmingham. Oct6. Williams, Birmin 


ham 
Davey, WILLmaM, Workhouse, Lower Kennington lane, Master of the 
Wi Oct 1. Bridger, St. Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate st Within 
Da High we Denton” AMES, Deptford, Ken 





t, Commercial Clerk. Sept 27. Lockyer, 

ype, Nicworss | Evens, Dartington, Devon, Gent. Nov 1. Windeatt and 

GuassE, FREDERICK ae y, Maatrnts, Plymstock, Devon, Admiral. Dec 5. 
Elworthy and Co, 

eo = AR Cotton Waste Dealer. Oct 6. Grundy, 


Hapiey, Mary, Ramsbottom, Lancaster. Oct 6. Grundy, Bury 
J JouN, Loughborough, Leicester, Baker. Nov5. Toone and Bartlett, 


Junxine, WiLL1uM LEMvEL, Cardiff, Superannuated Clerk of Her Majesty’s 
Customs. Oct 9. Grover and Grover, a" 
Parker, Manrua, Trevethin, Monmouth. Nov 10. Greenway and Bythway, 
4BD GEORGE, Debenham, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Oct 15. Guvoding, 
Salt, Wui114M Marnwarine, Preston Brook, Chester, Gent, Oct 4. Barker 


and Co, Chester 
Anz, Norwich. Sept 29. Bavin and Daynes, Norwich 
} ge LE Wood rd. Novi. Tompkins, York « pl, Portman sq 
THEODOR, Queens h terrace, pazowmier, ‘Managi 
"tite of hace Calientes bak head oot Oct 18. Barker, Bedf 


sagt, Jasces, Charfield, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Sept 29. Turner and Chanter, 


ecarter, Ball yard, Doctors wa, Guove Grove park, Peckham. Oct 15. Weall and 


Builder. Nov.11.. Wood and Birmingham 
gumean, Somer, Dirmingiass, Stafford, Gent. Oct 20. Palmer, Walbrook 





anes, Ses a tabage a Seen, Surbiton, Manufacturer. Nov 10. Cowdell and 
Woormouee W Wittiam, Eastbourne, Gent, Oct 7, Moore, Warwick 
[ Gazette, Sept, 9.] 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND .DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Opn — September % o, of 0, 6, George’s-road, 8.W., the wife of W. H. Cross, 


barrister-a' ae wg 2 Sonam 
Eis. emilee 6 mma 4 the te of Arthur Mackay Ellis, of Newmarket, Cambr dg3- 
WEN. —Septem!| at 5, Sloane-terrace, 8.W., the wife of E, Annersley Owen, 
Been ga nd 6, a mane. , . 
PHILLIPs-WOLLEY. tem 
Phillips-Wolley, ter, of the Middle Tem: Temple, of a son an 


MARRIAGES. 


BrInNEY—KISTLER.—September 9, at Belligen. peer) Berne, Switzerland, Frederick 
A. Lg of wanes, | solicitor, to P. Kistler, daughter of Rev. A, 

Kistler, r 
FiscHer—STEWART.—September 4, at St. John the Evangelist’s, Clapham. Robert 
Lincoln’s inn, barrister-at-law, to Sybil Blanche Colebrooke, 


2 “croker Stewart. 
ARROTT—BUTLER.—September 4, at A ine’e, Highbury, George Parrott, 
of Stoke Newington, solicitor, to J utler, daughter of the late 
Edmund Butler, of Wimborne, 


DEATHS. 


SHEPPARD.—September 38, at Eastbourne, aoe Garside Sheppard, so‘icit or, of 
PRR, Fe eh Coan 8, o Uneee N orwood, Th Lumisden Strange. late 

a omas en ge. a 
Judge of the High Court of Madras, aged 
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h Court. ny Bask, Roscoe Aug 7. “Ord Sept 3. Exam Oct $2 at 11 at 34, Lincolu’s inn 
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Pet té6. Ord t6. Exam Oct 16 at 11 at34 Lincoln’s inn fields 
weve , Joseph Bury, cashire, out of business. Bolton. Pet Sept 
Ord Sept 5. Exam 
m, John Stock, jun, Essex, Farmer. Chelmsford. Pet Sept 1. 


rd Septi. Exam 
Lewis, Lewis T., Searle Pe oochs ton High Court. Pet July 29. OrdSept+. 
coln’s 
d William John Matthews, 





Exam Oct 8 at 11 at 34, 

Mati William, Thomas Henry Matthews, 
Builders. Birmingham. Pot Sept 6 Ord Sept 5. Exam Oct 9 

ss ha John, Derby, Ironmonger. Derb ‘et Sept 3. POrd Sept 4. Exam 


Brothers, Pentonville Coal Merchants. High Court. Pet Aug2i. Ord 
| Pager Exam Oct 8 at 11 phe Lincoln’s inn fields = 
William, Chelmsford, Rag Merchant. Chelmsford. Pet Sept 1. 


Palmer, Richard 
Payie that teem Sheffield, Plumber. Sheffield. Pet Sept 3, Ord 

er, * le umber. . Or 
t 4. Exam Oct 9 at 11.30 : ~ “ 


pot, conn, & the Polygon, Clarendon sq, Licensed Victualler. High Court. 

Pet Aug Exam Oct 8 at 1 "at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Roe, Gegrre Henry, Tea Merchant. Leeds. Pet Sept 3. Ord Sept 4. 
Russell, » Newton, Du Woollen Draper. Dudley. 


illiam dley, Worcestershire, 
Pet Aug 30. Ord Aug 30. Exam Sept 18 at 12 
aoe Arthur, Newcastle under Tyme, Pawnbroker. Hanley, Burslem, 
and Pet . Oct 3 at 12.30 
Tobacconists. 


Donnelly, Clifton, Bris 
it 4. enon Oot 0 at th 0b Gaited: Bristol 
ames Ste wart, Leadenhall st, Wine Merchants. 


fi 
Wainwright, John Joseph, an: Birmingham, Watch Impoiters. 
Birmingham. Pet it 4. se Sept 5. oe ieee 
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. Newport (Mon.). Pet 
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9, at 19, Trebovir-road, 8.W. 4 ee wife of Clive - 
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UPTCY OF EsTATE OF DECEASED 
ant Cave Mill, 


Ones ros A TION IN BANKE! 
x 5 Pet Aug 26. 


Richard, Popeley House, Go 
y Ho 
Zorestare, Pockes lien Manufacturer. 


DEBTOR. 
both in 
Sept 5. 


First MEETINGS. 


, Long Eaton, Derbyshire, Lace Manufacturer. Sept 16 at 12. 
Official ver, St James’ Chanter Derby 
rane Jon, Cheetham, Manchester, Engineer. Sept 24 at 2.80. Court-house, 


=a Wiliam Ch Chesterton, Knighton, Leicestershire, Music Seller. Sept 18.at 
12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’ 
Burrell, G Bradford, Yorkshire, Puratdhiegs Ironmonger. Sept 17 at 11. 
Official Receiver Ereente: chmbrs, Bradford 
Chilingworth, William. rd, West Brompton, no occupation. Sept 19 
at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, eds st 
——, J cane and Edward Cranshaw, Bolton, Lancashire, Tailors. Sept 17 at 


16, _ st, Bolton 
Dagesa, J ohn. Brecon, Draper. any 11.30. Castle Hotel 
ts, Wheelwright. om fy 2 at 2. Official 


Etherington, William, zenenedets, 
e, Wire Worker. Sept 18at12. Official 


Austin, Geo: 


ee, 166, Queen st, Port 
Frost, Geo: Bentinck, | N epeanite on 


Receiver, County chbrs, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Green, Thomas, , Cheesemonger. Sept 16 at 12. Official Receiver, 109, 
ictoria st, Sececincter 


Revers. J Botton Buchan, Bury, Lancashire, out of business. Sept 18 atil. 16, 
Legerton, J ohn Stock, jun, Shalford, Essex, Farmer. Septi8at1i. Horn Hotel, 


Matthews, William mas Henry Matthews, and William John Motthaws, 

Birmingham, id s. Sept 24 at 11. Official Receiver, Whitehall chbrs, 
Colmore row, B: ingham 

McCoombe, Henry Touee, Gladstone st, London rd, Southwark, Butcher. Sept 


16 at 11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Newbold: Jo ohn, 4 Ironmonger. Sept 16at11. Official Receiver, St James’s 

Olley, xp Poernng and Edwin Olley, Aldermanbury Postern, Tailors. Sept 18 at 12. 
Bankruptcy bldgs, bE st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Osborne, Bee, and Thomas Tunstall, South Bank, Topeiie, Painters. Sept 

16 at1i. Official Receiver. 8, Albert rd, Middlesboroug! 

a ore William, Chelmsford, Rag Merchant. ot 19at 3. Shire Hall, 

elmsfo 

Parker, Charles Washington, Sheffield, Plumber. Sept 17at3. Official Receiver, 

Figtree lane, Sheffield 


Peake, ie ey Nevill, 2 nr Staines, Merchant. Sept 19 at 11. Bank- 
ruptcy udgs Po st, Lincoln’s inu fields 
Roe, George H ds, Yorkshire, Tea Merchant, Sept 18 at 11. Official 


Receiver, St Andrew’s chbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds 
5 oe buig =? Newton, Dudley, Worcestershire, Draper. Sept 18 at 10. Official 
ver, 
Saddler, Samuel William a Addison terr, Notting hill, no occupation. Sept 
18 at 1. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Sansome, Benj Black pon, Lancashire, Coffee Tavern Keeper. Sept 16 at 3. 
Official Receiver, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
ey ee John Bd he Le st, Russell sq, Pianoforte Tuner. Sept 16 at 12. 
‘arey st 
Seed, Willian Ole Clayton, = r Bradford, Maltster. Sept 16 at 10.30. Queen Hotel, 


s 
Sewter, ae Downham Market, Norfolk, Grocer. Sept 17 at 3. Official 
iver, Queen st, Norwich 
er. Hen a Arthur, Newcastle under Lyme, Pawnbroker. Sept 16 at 2. 
r, Exchange walk, Nottingham 
sath, ¢ nee Moreton, and John Donne 'y, Bristol, Tobacconists. Sept 18 at 
cial Receiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Siead raat Thomas, Hereford, builder. Sept 16 at 2. Official 
Receiver, 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Taylor, William, Bridlington, Yorkshire, Printer. Sept 17 at 12. Official Receiver, 


74, Newborough st, Scarborough 
, Leatherhead, Surre: - nrgaae Engineer. Sept 18 at 12. 
Official ae 109, Victoria st, ‘estm: 
Warburton, Ro , Southsea, Baker. Sept i at 12. Official Receiver, 166, 
Wewen, "Wie panere, nr Blandford, Horse Trainer. Sept 17 at 1.15. 
Willams, Edward, Newport (Mon. ), Grocer. Sept 19 at 12. Official Receiver, 34, 
Bridge st, Newport 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Ballard, Samuel Jemen, Thatcham, Berkshire, Coach Builder. Newbury. Pet 


Aug 20. Ord a Sey 
Booth, Edwa: ohnson Herds, Finborough rd, Brompton, Surgeon. High 
Court. Pet July 28. Ord Se es 
Brack, George, and Zohn Bell, ewcastle on Tyne, Grocers. Newcastle on Tyne. 
nm Ord 
Branwell’ Arthur, Marmora rd, Honor Oak, Clerk. High Court. Pet July 2?. 


Ord Sept 1 
Cass, William, Leeds, Ondtnct Melee, Leeds. Pet Sept1. Ord Sept 1 
Devs C Caleb, Coventry, W hire, Carriage vsti, Coventry. PetJuly 


5 sis, Thome ‘Manchester, Manufacturer of Fancy Goods. Manchester. Pet 
Dee, Jobert, “Was Way cant, Tollington pk, Insurance Agent. High Court. 
Dante, ohn, Nps st, Limehouse Fields, Baker. High Court. Pet July 23. 
—s Henry Edwin, Cheltenham, Engraver. Chelienham. Pet Aug 22. Ord 
Holi William, and ion Richard Childs, Portsea, Pawnbrokers. Portsmouth. 
Holman, a. lao, Sussex, Gent. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Aug 15. 
Ives, Benjamin, Wakefield, Soap Manufacturer. Wakefield. PetSepti. Ord 


Jour William, Bath. Ironmonger. Bath. Pet Augi6. Ord Sept 
Kirkham, Samuel, ee, eae ab detan See dete 0: Ont 


Marshal, Herbert, Le Longwood, nr Huddersfield, Brewer. Huddersfield. Pet 
Metovern, rae | Beerhouse Keeper. Southampton. Pet Aug 
O'Nell Danie, Stanley, nr Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Liverpool. Pet 
Pearce, Robert, Lambeth walk, Cheesemonger. High Court. Pet Augi. Ord 
Res” George Morris Michael, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Bristol. Pet Aug 
Salty, Phil Moscley, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Bristol, Pet Aug9. Ord 


Sn Wiliam Thomas, Hereford, Gatiage Built. Hereford. oe niet 2) 





Ord 
& Ny Oe Tl Se 2 al 
bs i Middleborough,” Fen igo. Ord Sop High Court. Pet Auzs. Ord 
be re Edward Gardine, Thomas Richard Merry, Wellington chmbrs 

So eres Poot: Monhanta Hick Oocrt Pet July 1, Ord Sept i, 


TuEsDAY, Sept. 9, 1884. 
pr geal cag 
Arthur, Eastbourne, India Merchant. High Court. Pet Sept 3. Ord 
3. Exam Oct 1.a¢ 11 at Lincoln’s ium felas 
iliam Edward, Staffordshire, Seed Merchant. Walsall. 
wt t Ord Sept 1. ee Hong 


ganic Gepseagiiiey, Dee. Hasler, Das 
Kensington, China osler, High Court. 
Pet Sept 1. Ord Sept 1. 


urrell, George, Bradford, Yorkshire, Furnishing Ironmonger. Bradford. Pet 
Aug $0, Ord Ord Sept 3. Exam Oct 10 at 12 

— iim, Loin, CORES Maker. Leeds. Pet Sept 1. Ord Sept 1. Exam 
Coc! James, nr Dartford, Builder. Rochester. Pet Aug 30. Ord Sept 1. Exam 


it 18 at 2.30 
Combol. W William Henri, Newcastle on Tyne, Jeweller’s Assistant. Newcastle on 
Pet Sept 2. Ord it 2. Exam Sept 16 at 11.90 
Tailors. Bolton. Pet Sept 3. 


Brownlie, John, Manchester, Engraver. 
Exam 


ie. 
PR ie J sore and ees Cranshaw, Bolton, 


Ord Sept 3. t 24 at 11 
Etherington, William, Wheelwright. Portsmouth. Pet Aug 
~* Wallan, Web Linccinshire, Miller. Boston. Pet Sept 1. Ord 
Exam Sept 18 at 2 


Thomas, Rock Worry. Ghethise, Gem Weschoms. Birkenhead. Pet 
ee Exam Sept 17 
Sept t Exam Oct ome pre as 
King-Church, Richard J in, Endsleigh gantens St Pancras, Gent. High Court. 
yo L Exam fp a8 34 26-04, LAngein's inn fields 

aligate, Wigan, Draper. Wigan. tee Sept 8. Ord 


Hi 
Iv 


and Thomas Tunstall, South Bank, Yorkshire 
tockton on Tees and Middlesborough. Pet Sept 2. Ord Sept 2. hag 


Porier, Jamos Townley urch st, Licensed V: Victualler. High Court. Pet 
Porter, James To 

Sept Ord Se Exam Oct 16 at 11 at 3 Lincoln's inn fields 

Rei Hohn Elric, Gateshead, Watehunaker. weastle on Tyne. Pet Sept 2. 
Robe Gh ae orice, Bins Pet 

2. Ord Rept 2. Baan Oot’ 


apne, ond Lancashire, Coffee Tavern Keeper. Preston. Pet 
ora Sey wl ord, Maltster. Bradford. Pet Sept 1. Ord Sept 
at 

Gowter, Bawars, De Norfolk, Grocer. King’s Lynn. Pet Sept 
1, Ord py iy oR 

Snead, Wil ti. cam Sept iat Carriage Builder. Frag eT ct Sept 3. 
Ord Sept 8. Exam Oct 17 

i High Court. Pet 


brough, George Kingsland rd, Cheesem 
orks pes Ort Senta aries, Kingsland rd, Cheosemonger., His 
kenhead, Baker. Birkenhead. Pet 


oe Aug 23. Ord Sept 3. 
Taylor, Yorkshire, Printer. Scarborough. Pet pes 3. 
Lert 3. Beam gingham 2tat a 


varus mo i Jestherhend, Murrey, urrey, Engineer. Croydon. Pet Sept 1.. 
Weston, William, Pimperne, nr Blandford, Dorsetshire, Horse Trainer. 
chester. | Pet Sept 3. POrd Sept 3. Exam Sept 18 at 12.30 at County Halt, 
Woodcock h rd, Tottenham, Grocer. Edmonton. Pet Sept 1. Ord 
Sept 1. Ray es PY Py my ey 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Marsden, Harry, Huddersfield, Manufacturer. Huddersfield. Ord Feb 26. Re- 
scinding June 23 


ORDER FOR ADMINISTRATION IN BANKRUPTCY OF EsTATE OF DECEASED DEBTOR. 
Viles, Williams, Weodhurst, Huntingdonshire. Peterborough. Pet Aug 22. Ori 
Sept 3. Grant May 15 
Notice oF DATE OF PuBLIC EXAMINATION. 

Newell, Frederick, St John st rd, Boot Dealer. Court. New 
eek is ae sate + 
First MEETINGs. 

Adams, James, Littledean, Gloucestershire, Collier. Sept 18 at 4.45. Upper George 


Inn, Newnham, NE eee a eld, - “4 as 
Lichfield, Staffordshire, Seed Merchant. Sept at 
3. Official Tieedin Bridge st, Walsall 
barclay, George, Ly ee under Draper. Sept 13 at 11.90. Official Re- 


ceiver, Baward donn under 
Bartlett, Ed ny ohn, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Sept 16 at 1. 33, Carey st, 
Cass, Willing. Leeds, Cabinet Maker. Sept 15at 11. Official Receiver, 8t Andrew's 
Ostk Jaanba, Hawley W nr Dartford, Kent, Builder, Sept 15 at 11.30. 





Official Receiver, 

Copnol William Henri, N: Newcastle on Tyne Seweinrs Lecetunt — 
12.30, Official Receiver, Coun Miers, Won rd, N 

Cooper Wiliam Ghivpe Reeth, Yorkshire, Sere 2 12 a at 11. ST omeial 


olan ea ae Sept 16 at 11. Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal 

seetret 8 Wypberton, Lincolnshire, Miller. te whats a: Official Re- 
z Ree eck Cheshire, Corn M 

ho gy _ ener, erchant, Sept 17 at % 

. Sept 12 at 12. Official 


nave , ¥ 
terr, Clapham rd. Fish Merchant. Sept 12 at 4.30. Suffolk 


i Seach Wee 
Meee tea Herbert Lloyd Beauchamp, and Charis Johe, Dudgeon, 


eS em Calin, Wien, Depes, Sept 16 at 11. County court bidgs, 
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Morgan, David, Swansea, Builder. Sept 13 at 11. Official Receiver, 6, Rutland | 
Pearson, William, Lutterworth, jatejetermine, Gentleman. Sept 12 at 3. Official 


Theiee. 2 August Joova Theodor, High st, Stoke Newington, Jeweller. High 


ren, or Birkenhead, Cheshire, Corn Merchant. Liverpool. 


Receiver, 28, Friar lane, Leiceste: k, Henry, 
Rees, George Morris Michael, Bristol, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 12at3. Official’ Septi. Ord Sept 5. 
Roosirer, Bank chbrs, Bristol Wre 
Reid, John Elric, Gateshead, Watchmaker. Sept 16 at 2. Official Receiver, Ord Sept 6 


County —- "Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Robinson, Charles 
Receiver, Birmingham 
Rucker, 
nal Green, Bicycle Manufacturers. Sept 15 at 11. 
st, Lincoln’ 


8 
Smith, Alexander, oo st, St Luke’s, Boot Manufacturer. 


st, coln’s in 
hens, William, Birkenhead, Baker. Sept 17 at 2. Official Receiver, 48, | 
on 94: Birkenh 
Wiaeeet, erick Carel, pone Sonny st. Sept 15 at1. 


Frederick, Birmingham, Brassfounder. Sept 17 at 11. 


Martin Diederick, and Herbert Soames Jackson, Letchford bid, = 
Bankruptey bldgs, Porte 


Warburton, Robe Southsea, 
h rd, Tottenham, 


er. Portsmouth. Pet Aug 27. Ord Sept 5 
Middlesex, Grocer, Edmonton. Pet 


Pet Aug 14. 








Official 


Sept i2ati. 33, 


The Subscription to the Soutcrrors’ Jounnat is—Town, 268. ; Country, 
288. ; with the Wrexty Reporrer, 52s. 
Double Numbers and Postage. 
bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 


Payment in advance includss 
Subscribers can have their Volume, 


38, Carey st, Lincoln’s 4/ letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal” must be 


Woolcock, Henry, High rd, Tottenham, Grocer. Sept 15 at 11. 28 and 29, Bt | 
Swithin’s lane, London : sphere, 
DIJUDICATIONS. 
Adame, Seance, Littledean, Gloucestershire, Collier. Gloucester. Pet Aug 26. | in - Country, it 
Anderson, William Brady, Liverpool, Butcher. Liverpool. Pet Sept 5. Ord Publisher, 


Babes, ey, Tohn Wetevn. Leamington, Warwickshire, Bookseller. 


Ord Sept 6 
Bigy, Se Samuel, East Dereham, Norfolk, Builder. 


opt 4 
Brownlie, John, Cheetham, Manchester, Engraver. 
a T tg aa Thomas, Plumstead, Kent, Grocer. 
i , William, Petersfield, Hants, Wheelwright. 
Ord Sept 
Foster, yong Packs. Bristol, Coal Merchant. 
Goater, Charles Lizars, Twickenham, Grocer. 


Sept 4 
Sear, laa James, Sevenoaks, Builder. 


Aug Ord Sept 5 


Newbold, John, Derby, Ironmonger. Derby. Pet Sept 3. 
Birmingham. Pet Augi9. Ord 


Pet Sept 
oseph Seymour, King st, Cheapside, Solicitor. 


ot George, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. 
Roe, Henry, Leeds, Tea Merchant. Leeds. 


1 


Norwich. 


Bristol. 
Brentford. Pet Aug 18. Ord 
Tunbridge . Wells. 
Huntington, 7, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Corn Merchant. Birkenhead. Pet 


2. 
Singleton, oo, Chases, St Swithin’s lane, Cigarette Merchant. High Court. Pet 
Tait Somes We Wigan, Travelling Draper. Wigan. Pet Augil. Ord Sept 4 


authenticated by the name of the writer. 


| Where difficulty is pr eene in procuring the Journal with regularity 
ts requested that application be made direct to the 





Warwick. Pet 





Pet Aug 12, Ord | CONTENTS. 
Salford. Pet Sept1. Ord g t DOPIOS 9 on 2 -- : Bers 99 | ociinton v. The Duke of Newcastle 772 
: r ETTING SIDE A Mannion ETTLE- | Osrrvary ..-... page dace weoee 778 
Greenwich. Pea rely M. ” ne Ce nes ee al Doar A Abronivnis A eer cnce he ae 
RECENT ECISIONS par baseaetus sts ae GAL NEWS .........s- ecscen e :eece 778 
Portsmouth. Pet Aug ci sszemert tt - 772 ComPantes Seco sigite seo -.- 778 
ASES BEFORE THE VACATION IREDITORS’ CLAIMS ...-++ ...ceceee 773 
Pet Aug 22. Ord JUDGE : | LONDON GAZETTES, &0., &0. .. ..... 774 


alt SBA 772 | PUBLIC GENERAL STATUTES. 








Pet Aug 18. 


Ord Sept 4 the writer. 


t3. Ord Sept 4 


igh Court. Pet July “toms. 


desirous of obtaining 


Notices To CoRRESPONDENTS.—Al/ communications intended for publication 
in the SouicttoRs’ JuURNAL must be authenticated by the name and address of 


The Editor does not hold himself responsible for the return of rejected communi 


*,* The Publisher requests that early application should be made by persons 
back numbers of the Soticitrors’ JouBRNAL, as only @ small 


| number of copies remain on hand. 








§C gre EITZER’S COCOATINA 


ti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


ees Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 


The es Ep mane it ** the most nutritious, per- 

fectly digest beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or 
Supper, and a opomnnet tg for Invalids and Children,” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 

keeps for years in all climates, and is fuur 

times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 

with  somype &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 








Made fastbtidemecunly with boiling water, a teaspoonful | 
vo 8 Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
Cocoatina a La Vanitxz is the most delicate, digestible, | 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at 1s. 6d., 38., 58. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
Grocers, 





Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
°H. Scuwszirzsz & Co., 10. Adam-st., Strand, Iondon, W. 


LIFE ASSOCIATION OF SCOTLAND; 


Founded 1838 for Life Assurance and Annuities. 
-» £2,740,000 


ANNUAL REVENUE £470,400 
LOANS made on Freeholds, “Leaseholds, and other | 
Securities, including Life Interests, and Absolute or 
Reversions. upon Reversions are 
made at oo interest, or in consideration of a 


Lombard-street, and 123, Pall Mall; 
an a 
Lantoss © lomber 82, Princes-street. 


ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY. 
Established 1836. 
FIRE AND LIFE. AT HOME AND ABROAD. 
Lompos: 1, Moorgate-street, E.C. Anznpzzn: 3, 
street. 


King 
INCOME & FUNDS san A _ 





| 
| 





Fire Premiums ... - £520,000 

Life Premiums . fee ons oe ¥ 

Interest... ow oes oes 124,000 
Accumulated Funds a $2,890,000 





HE COMMEROIAL UNION ASSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY.—FIRE, LIFE, MARINE. 
Capital fully subscribed ...+.-+090 --0++: 2,500,000 


ip 
Tile Fund in Special“ heapemnnieea Polic - 
Pe om at: real ‘ yd 





000,000 
TOTAL PNVESTED ‘FUNDS UPWARDS OF TWO 
MILLIONS. 


Total Annual Premium Income exceeds .. 1,065,000 
Uurer Orriczs: 19 awp 2, CORNHILL, LONDON,E.O 





Wier Exp Orricn: 8, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE SBS MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her iewt, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judicial Bench Corporation of London &c, 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERP. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peac 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE. LONDON 


LA® UNION EIRE and LIFE INSU- 
E CO Chief Office — 126 

CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 

The Funds in hand and Capital Subscribed amount to 

nearly £1, ms 000 sterling. 
Chairman—J AMES CUD: , Barrister-at-Law, 
‘Middle Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman — C. PEMBERTON, Esq. (Lee & 
Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

The Directors invite attention to the New Form of 
Life eo , which is free from all conditions. 

This is the Bonus Year, and all Policies effected_on 
the * With Profits Scale” before the 30th of November 
next will partici: 

the contin- 


Policies of Insurance granted 
gency of Issue at moderate rates of Premium 
The Company ADVANCES Money on Mortgage of of 
pond a and Reversions, whether absolute 
contingen 
The Company also purchases moveeeten, giving the the 
vendor the option of re-purchase wi' 
period, whether o tenant for life be - or ~- — 
ies of the. Directors’ rts and 
Ann Balance Sheet, and every ta gg sent 
post-free on Renton © 
coGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


AVENDISH COLLEGE, CAMBRIDGE. 
—This College has been founded by the County 
College Asscoatiiie Unites), under the ayn 
of His G the e Deronmnioe, Z & 


to enable Students 3 hag Bea earliest 
at a gy eg 2 ss Univesity B 


gy ee or M 
sdinitted at 16, ae and aoe ae 19. 8 the 











ork and board (with an extra 
tor the ‘Degree of B.A, are 

oe sonan. —For further information apply 
ARDEN, Cavendish College, Cambridge. 


ry the 








MEMORY & SUCCESS. 


HAT contributes greatly to sacoen? 


HAT always causes failure in rite! 
HAT is ble to a ped Pon ithe. 
indispensable to every Lady and Gentile- 
W man, Student, Chemist, Physician, Merchant, 
Lawyer, Manufacturer, Farmer, &e.? 
A good memory. 
HAT can every one obtain from PRoOFEssOR 
W*to ISETTE! A good memory—the Fayeleion 
cal Po of Never Forgetting—wholly unlike Mne- 
monics. Any book py ome mastered in one reading. 


giving opinions of Mr. 

RICHARD A. A. PROOTOR’ De. Dr. AND N, 

Clergymen, and others who bave studied the nag = 
Great ind Classes in 


rea' ucements to Correspondence 
“ Never-forgetting” and for cure of ‘“‘ Mind-wander- 
ing” in all parts of the world.—Private Lessons—Day 
oni Evenin, — Lectures in Families of the 


Nobility and Gen 
Professor LOISE Hs, NEW OXFORD-STREET 


memory. 





AM .— Wanted. a Conveyancing, Ohatcers, 
r General Clerkship by a Sen mage (ume 


articled), 63; thirty years a ma 
articled), aged conduct Lay ag sw maging cle 


would not object ; nine years in last tuation mee 
don ; references ‘and testimo moderate. 
. §., 51, Cleveland-road, Islington, N 


TO LAW STUDENTS.—IMPORTANT NOTICE. 
WILLIAMS on PERSONAL PROPERTY. 


12TH EDITION, PRICE 21s. 

For the convenience of Students, the ist part of the 
above can now be obtained from any Bookseller or 
the Publisher. The rest of the work be pale 
on or before the 15th ber. Purchasers of the ist 
part will be entitled to the rest of the S| free af 


charge 
London: Henry SwEEtT, 3, Chancery-lane, Law 
Publisher. 








ESTABLISHED 1851. 
SB Re BS BAN K.- 
Southampton-buildings, Ch y-lane. 
Current Accounts opened according to the usual 
vk ara blow. 





Customers, free of charge, the custody of Deeds, W: 
and other’ Securities “and Valuables ; the coliection of 


Bill of E viden: ll Coupons ; 
pechange, Diridend Btocks a hes here, ae 
band Guretiar Note 


seg eee pertioulars, on Oi, aon 
Slst March, 1880, 





“Tt 1 


§ 





